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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 ,3-6 and 24, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nishigaki (5,825,968). 

Regarding claims 1 and 5, Nishigaki (5,825,968) discloses a memory 
associated with a programmable TV recorder storing computer readable instructions for 
programming a processor to monitor an input port capable of receiving a video signal 
from a video signal source, to determine whether the video signal is recordable, and to 
generate an output when the processor determines that the video signal is not 
recordable (Figs. 1-4, columns 4-5). 

Regarding claim 24, Nishigaki teaches a programmable recorder for recording 
video signals, comprising: means for monitoring the video signal; 
means for determining whether the video signal is recordable; and 

means for generating a programmed response when the video signal is not 
recordable (Figs. 1-4, columns 4-5). 
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Regarding claim 27, Nishigaki teaches a signal automatically generated by a 
programmable recorder indicating that a video signal received by the programmable 
recorder that is to be recorded during a scheduled recording event will not support the 
scheduled recording event (Figs. 1-4, columns 4-5). 

Regarding claim 3, Nishigaki the video source comprises an antenna (1) ; 
and the output comprises an alarm signal indicating that the programmable TV recorder 
is not receiving the video signal at the input port (the video signal which is not having 
copy protection information) . 

Regarding claim 4, Nishigaki further teaches the output is a signal which 
cancels a scheduled recording event (Figs 7,8) . 

Regarding claim 5, Nishigaki teaches a memory associated with a 
programmable TV recorder storing computer readable instructions for programming a 
processor to monitor a video signal from a video signal source for changes, to 
determine, based on said changes, whether the video signal is recordable and to 
generate an output signal when the processor determines that the video signal is 
not recordable (Figs. 1-4, columns 4-5). 

Regarding claim 6, Nishigaki further teaches the processor is programmed to 
determine that the video signal is recordable when the video signal analyzed by the 
processor is changing (Figs. 7,8). 

Regarding claim 25, Nishigaki teaches the programmable recorder as recited in 
claim 24, wherein the programmed response comprises cancellation of a scheduled 
recording event (Figs. 7-8). 
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3. Claims 1-5,12,14-18,22,23,26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Horlander et al (EP 0913997). 

Regarding claim 1 , Horlander discloses a memory associated with a 
programmable TV recorder storing computer readable instructions for programming a 
processor to monitor an input port capable of receiving a video signal from a video 
signal source, to determine whether the video signal is recordable, and to generate an 
output when the processor determines that the video signal is not recordable (Fig. 1, 
pages 2-3, pages 6, lines 5-25).. 

Regarding claim 5, Horlander teaches a memory associated with a 
programmable TV recorder storing computer readable instructions for programming a 
processor to monitor a video signal from a video signal source for changes, to 
determine, based on said changes, whether the video signal is recordable and to 
generate an output signal when the processor determines that the video signal is not 
recordable (Fig. 1, pages 2-3, pages 6, lines 5-25). 

Regarding claim 2 , Horlander further teaches that the memory as recited in 
claim 1, wherein: the video signal source comprises a settop box (DSS); 
the programmable TV recorder further means which communicate with a settop box 
10provider; and the output comprises an electronic message sent to the settop box 
provider indicating that the settop box is not operational (page 2 , lines 20-30). 

Regarding claim 3, Horlander further teaches the video source comprises an 
antenna (1) ; and the output comprises an alarm signal indicating that the 
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programmable TV recorder is not receiving the video signal at the input port the video 
signal (page 2, lines 20-30 , page 3, lines 30-45) . 

Regarding claim 4, Horlander further teaches the output is a signal which 
cancels a scheduled recording event (page 6, lines 25-37) . 

Regarding claim 12, Horlander teaches a programmable recorder for recording 
video signals provided by a settop box, comprising: 

monitoring circuitry, which monitors a signal indicative of the operational state of 
the settop box and generates a state signal (page 6) 

means which determine whether the settop box is operational based on the state 
signal and generates a determination signal (page 6); and 

control circuitry, which effects a programmed response in response to the 
determination signal (Fig. 1, pages 2-3, page 6, lines 20-45, page 29, lines 20-56). 
13. The programmable recorder as recited in claim 12, wherein the programmed 
response comprises cancellation of a schedule recording event. 

Regarding claim 14, Horlander further teaches the programmable recorder as 
recited in claim 12, wherein: 

the programmable recorder further comprises: a communications circuit permitting 
communication between the programmable recorder and a settop box control facility; 
and the programmed response comprises transmitting an electronic message to 
settop box control facility indicating that the settop box is not operational (page 29, lines 
40-50). 
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Regarding claim 16, Horlander teaches the programmable recorder as recited in 
claim 12, wherein: 

the signal indicative of the state of the settop box comprises the video signal output by 
the settop box; and 

the monitoring circuitry monitors the video signal and generates the state signal when 
the video signal is present at an input terminal of the programmable recorder Page 2, 
page 29, lines 30-47). 

Regarding claim 17 Horlander teaches the programmable recorder as recited in 
claim 12, wherein: 

the signal indicative of the state of the settop box comprises the video signal 
output by the settop box; and 

the monitoring circuitry analyses the video signal and generates the state signal when at 
least a portion of the video signal is changing (page 2). 

Regarding claim 18, Horlander teaches the programmable recorder as recited in 
claim 12, wherein: 

the signal indicative of the state of the settop box comprises the video signal output by 
the settop box; and 

the monitoring circuitry analyses the video signal and generates the state signal 
when the video signal is consistent with a television program signal (pages 2-3_). 

Regarding claim 22, Horlander teaches a programmable recorder (Fig. 1) for 
recording audio/video program signals provided by a settop box, comprising: 
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a communications circuit permitting transmission of a command sequence from the 
programmable recorder to the settop box (page 6); 

monitoring circuitry that monitors a signal indicative of the operational state of the settop 
box and generates a state signal; 

means which determine whether the settop box is operational based on the state signal 
and generates a determination signal (page 6); and 

control circuitry that effects a programmed response in response to the determination 
signal, wherein the means monitors the signal indicative of the output of the settop box 
responsive to the command sequence transmitted to the settop box from the 
programmable recorder (pages 2-3, page 6, lines 10-37, page 29, lines 25-55). 

Regarding claim 23, Horlander further teaches The programmable recorder as 
recited in claim 22, wherein: 

the signal indicative of the state of the settop box comprises a program signal output by 
the settop box; and 

the monitoring circuitry analyses the video signal and generates the state signal when 
the program signal changes in response to the command sequence (page 29, lines SO- 
SO). 

Regarding claim 24, Horlander teaches a programmable recorder for recording 
video signals, comprising: means for monitoring the video signal; 
means for determining whether the video signal is recordable; and 
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means for generating a programmed response when the video signal is not recordable 
pages 2-3, Fig. 1) . 

Regarding claim 26, Horlander teaches the programmable recorder as recited in 
claim 24, wherein: the video signal is supplied by a settop box; 
the programmable recorder further comprises means for effecting a communications 
link with a settop box provider; and 

the programmed response is an electronic message sent from the programmable 
recorder to the settop box provider indicative of an error in the settop box (page 29, 
lines 25-55). 

Regarding claim 27, Horlander teaches a signal automatically generated by a 
programmable recorder indicating that a video signal received by the programmable 
recorder that is to be recorded during a scheduled recording event will not support the 
scheduled recording event (pages 2-3, page 29, lines 30-40) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishigaki (5,825,968) in view of Obitsu (6,650,376). 

Nashigaki fails to teach that the processor detects an antenna . 

Oshisu teaches apparatus connecting with a antenna having a detecting 
means for detecting whether the antenna is connected to the apparatus and for 
performing a programmed response (column 2). In would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Nashigaki with Oshisu by using a detecting means as 
taught by Oshisu with the apparatus of Nashigaki for detecting whether an antenna 
connected to the apparatus and to generate alarm signal when the antenna is not 
connected to the apparatus to alert the user . 

6. Claims 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nashigaki (5,825,968) in view of Dagtas et al (Us 2002/00800286). 

Regarding claims 7-10, Nashigaki fails to teach that the processor determined 
that the video signal is recordable based on the change of the I video signals . 
Dagtas teaches an recorder having a processor for determining whether the video 
signal is recordable bases on the changing of video signal (section 0006). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Nashigaki with 
Dagtas using the teaching of Dagtas for programming the processor with 
predetermined instruction software according to frame detection or audio noise to 
determine whether the video signal is recordable and to provide appropriate 
response in order to prevent error, in recording the video signal from the set top box. 
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Regarding claim 11, it is noted that a signal having noise is not a recordable 
signal is well recognized in the art . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the at to modify Nishigaki by providing the processor with a 
predetermined instruction software to define that the received video signal having 
audio signal associated with video signal is a recordable video signal when the 
audio signal is not noise . 

7. Claims 7-11 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Horlander (EP 0913997) in view of Dagtas et al (US 
2002/00800286). 

Regarding claims 7-11 and 19-21 , Horlander fails to teach that the processor 
determines that the video signal is recordable based on the change of the I video 
signals . Dagtas teaches an recorder having a processor for determining whether 
the video signal is recordable bases on the changing of video signal (section 0006). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Horlander Dagtas using the teaching of Dagtas for programming the processor 
with predetermined instruction software to detect video frame or audio varied levels to 
determine whether the video signal is recordable and to provide varied level 
appropriate response in order to prevent error in recording the video signal from the 
set top box. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , it is noted that a signal having noise is not a recordable 
signal is well recognized in the art . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the at to modify Hollander by providing the processor with a 
predetermined instruction software to define that the received video signal having 
audio signal associated with video signal is a recordable video signal when the 
audio signal is not noise . 

8. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Horlander (EP 091 3997) in view of Yuen et al 6,091 ,882) 

Regarding claim 15, , Horlander further teaches the programmable recorder as 

recited in claim 12, wherein the programmable recorder further comprises a 
sensor disposed proximate to the settop box; the signal is indicative of the on-off state 
of the settop box; and the state signal indicates the on-off state of the settop box (page 
29, lines 30-47) but fails to teaches a sensor disposes proximate to the settop box . 

Yuen teaches a recorder having sensor (31) disposed proximate to a settop 
box (Fig. 19-20, column 19, lines 5-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Horlander 
with Yuen by using the teaching of Yuen for providing the recorder with sensor at a 
position proximate to a settop box for receiving command signal when needed . 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUY T. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7378. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM -6:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Groody can be reached on (571 ) 272-7950. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. ' 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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